FOREWORD
The discussion herein relative to the Agricultural Conservation Programs does not purport to be a complete evaluation of such programs. This presentation deals particularly ivith a study of only a few aspects of the regional program as compared with the special provisions of the Upshur County program. The value of the programs as a whole and the benefits under them have been amply demonstrated and are too well known to need review. However, efforts are constantly being made to improve the programs so that they may be adapted even better to the areas to which they apply. The special program herein described ivas a phase of such study. The rest is either sub-marginal for agriculture or is in urban and industrial use. Most of the land in these four counties has been subject to moderate sheet erosion, with the result that the depth of the surface layer has been reduced by from 25 to 75 percent. Table 5 with those for other types of farms will show that beef farms averaged larger in area, in acres in crops, in capital investment, and in total receipts than any of the other type groups. Table 9 .
CONTENTS
These farms sold some crops and obtained some income from miscellaneous sources, but from 80 to 91 percent of the cash income came from sales of livestock and livestock products.
In general, these enterprises were small and quite diversified. The family living obtained from the farm and the income from various farm enterprises contributed to family welfare. These farms were not operated as efficiently nor were the productive resources utilized as intensively as would have been the case had the farm families been entirely dependent upon the farms for their incomes. The average non-farm receipts per farm on the part-time farms included in the study are shown in Table 10 . The presentation of an analysis of farm organization in this area from the standpoints of the most profitable combination of enterprises, the possibility of intensifying some phases of the farming business, the advisability of developing more cash-crop production, and other similar problems is not within the province of this discussion.
The chief difference between the counties which have been studied is the fact that two of them are somewhat "better agricultural counties" than the others. That is, because of markets, soils, topography, and transportation facilities, Lewis and Harrison Counties possess some agricultural advantages. There are fewer self-sufficing farms in these counties. (Table 18) . Table 20 . 
